Schena, Cristeen

From: McDonnell, Ida

Sent: Tuesday, August 27, 2013 12:15 PM

To: Conroy, David

Subject: FW: Eliot, ME Sends Petition Asking EPA To Monitor Schiller Station
FYI

Ida E. McDonnell, Manager

Air Permits, Toxics and Indoor Programs Unit
EPA-New England, Region 1

5 Post Office Square

Boston, MA 02109-3912

Phone 617-918-1653

Fax 617-918-0653

From: Underhill, Jeff [mailto:Jeffrey.Underhill@des.nh.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, August 27, 2013 11:16 AM

To: McDonnell, Ida

Cc: Wright, Craig; Dahl, Donald; Arnold, Anne

Subject: FW: Eliot, ME Sends Petition Asking EPA To Monitor Schiller Station

Ida,
Do you have a copy of this petition that we can look at?
Thanks!

Jeff

http://nhpr.org/post/eliot-me-sends-petition-asking-epa-monitor-schiller-station

Eliot, ME Sends Petition Asking EPA To Monitor

Schiller Station

BY SAM EVANS-BROWN

The town of Eliot, Maine has submitted a petition to the EPA asking it to look in to pollution that drifts
over state lines from New Hampshire power plants. The petition takes aim at Public Service of New
Hampshire’s Schiller station, which has two coal-fired boilers in Portsmouth.



Normally such petitions are based on air quality monitoring data. No such monitoring has been conducted
inside the town’s limits, but modeling done by the Sierra Club suggests when the plant runs at full power,
it would exceed sulfur dioxide limits within the towns borders.

"This is what we think is happening on a computer,” says Eliot Selectman Dutch Dunkelberger who says
the town is basically telling the EPA, "can you now come in with your vast resources and expertise and
validate [the model] or invalidate and tell us we don’t have a problem?"

Eliot officials have already requested that the Maine Department of Environmental Protection monitor air
guality, but were told that any pollution in the town was a New Hampshire issue. The town of New
Hampshire has a monitoring station on Peirce Island in Portsmouth, but activists in Eliot say the monitor
is too far from Schiller station, and frequently is not downwind from the plant.

The EPA now has 60 days to respond to the petition.



